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logomachy or " terminological inexactitude." Pro-
fessor Wilson is presumably aware that the recent
argument for the dual authorship of MEASURE FOR
MEASURE and ALL'S WELL exhibits them as old plays
rewritten by Chapman and then revised by Shake-
speare. To say it is " almost certain " that there was
a collaboration in the proper sense of the term (such
as takes place when two or more authors together
plan a play and divide it among them) is a completely
unwarranted course, in these cases at least. No
bibliographical evidence that Professor Wilson can
adduce will justify it.1
But even the mandarins must admit that my
friend has taken serious trouble to reassure the
orthodox public as far as possible when he says that
" collaboration of this kind is, I believe, rare in Shake-
speare." None of us will deny, I think, that it is very
rare indeed, since we cannot be sure of it even in
HENRY vin and TIMON, the most likely-looking cases.
It is one of the inveterate fallacies of the traditionists
thus to assume collaboration when there is visible
only differentiation of hands, which is really more
likely to be successive than collaborative after
Shakespeare's first period. And to this fallacy my
friend boldly commits himself, without any show of
new warrant, by way of assuring the troubled flock
that, in point of fact, the Folio plays are almost
always quite Shakespearean.
What he makes of TITUS, TIMON, PERICLES, HENRY
1 This is one of the many points on which Mr. Wilson does
not" reply."